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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to tlie following communication: the RCE filed on 07/20/09. 
This action is made non-final. 

2. Claims 24-35 and 49 are pending in the case. Claims 24 and 49 are independent 
claims. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

3. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 .1 14, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is eligible 
for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has 
been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 07/20/2009 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
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invention was made in order for ttie examiner to consider ttie applicability of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

5. Claims 24-35 and 49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kaval et a! (Pub. No. US 2007/0209019 A1; hereinafter Kaval) in view of Kanevsl<y et 
al. (Pub. No. US 2002/0089546 A1; hereinafter Kanevslty) further in view of Wagner (Pub 
No US 2004/0155909 Al; hereinafter Wagner). 

As to claim 24, Kaval teaches: 

A computer user interface (e.g.. Fig. 1 and [0018]; a handheld device with display screen 
22) comprising: 

a display to present a plurality of dynamically sizable active on-screen displayable cells 
for presenting categories of information therein (e.g.. Fig. 1 and [0005], [0018], [0021]; display 
screen 22 inciudes first and second dynarnicany sizing display zones/windows for displaying 
categories of information, see [0042]), wherein said plurality of active cells comprise a first cell 
and a second cell (e.g.. Fig. 1 and [0021]; windows/zones 24 and 26) and wherein said first cell 
is automatically dynamically sized based on changes of its display content and also based on 
changes of display content of said second cell (e.g.. Figs. 1-4, [0028], [0030]; wherein the 
relative heights of the windows 24, 26 shown in Fig. 3 are sized dependent on the content of 
each window 24, 26. note: the content of window 24, 26 is either in form data or list data). 

While Kaval teaches that the first cell is automatically dynamically sized based on 
changes of its display content and also based on changes of display content of said second, 
Kaval does not expressly teach the changes of the display content includes the changes of 
amount of display data. 

In the same field of endeavor of multiple display windows and dynamically sizing the 
display windows, Kanevsky teaches a graphical user interface to automatically and dynamically 
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size and resliape windows on a computer display (e.g., see [0005]). Kanevsky teaches the 
automatic sizing is based on the content displayed in the windows including its amount of 
content (e.g., [0005]; wherein automatically and dynamically sizing and reshaping a window is 
based on the content displayed in the window; i.e., the amount of text on a line, [0005]). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made, to modify the dynamically sizable windows as taught by Kaval to include 
the feature of dynamically and automatically sizing a window based on the amount of 
information displayed as suggested by Kanevsky to achieve the claimed invention. One would 
have been motivated to make such a combination is to better utilize the available space having 
relatively small display screen. 

Kaval further teaches the user interface can be applied for portable computing devices 
such as personal digital assistants (PDAs), Pocket Personal Computers (PPCs), Handheld PCs 
(HPCs) (e.g., see Figs. 1, 2, [0002], [0018]) that are known for use to organize daily information, 
Kaval and Kanevsky do not expressly disclose the categories of information is categories of 
daily information. However, this feature is disclosed by Wagner, wherein Wagner teaches the 
feature of displaying information in a handheld device (e.g., a context-based display on a mobile 
device, see [0046]). Wagner teaches a plurality of dynamically sizable active on-screen 
displayable cells for presenting categories of daily information therein (e.g., see Fig. 3 and Fig. 
4; note the items displayed in cells are either selectable by a user or updated live, see [0047] 
and [0059]). Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made, to modify the feature of presenting categories of information in 
Kaval and Kanevsky to include the feature of presenting categories of daily information in a 
portable device as taught by Wagner to achieve the claimed invention. One would have been 
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motivated to make such a combination is to provide the ability for the user to easily access daily 
information anywhere the user goes. 

As to claims 25 and 49, Kaval teaches wherein said second cell is automatically 
dynamically sized based on its content and also based on content of said first cell (e.g.. Fig. 1, 

[0005], [0021], [0024], [0028], [0032], [0044]; wherein the relative heights of the windows 24, 26 
shown in Fig. 3 are sized dependent on the content of each window 24, 26). Kanevsky teaches 
the dynamic and automatic sizing display content includes its amount of display data (e.g., 
[0002], [0005], [0020]). Thus, combining Wagner, Kanevsky and Kaval would meet the claimed 
limitations for the same reasons set forth in claim 24 above. 

As to claim 26, Wagner further teaches wherein said first cell displays daily event 
information (e.g., tertiary tray displays 'ski' event information, see Fig. 4). Thus, combining 
Wagner, Kanevsky and Kaval would meet the claimed limitations for the same reasons set forth 
in claim 24 above. 

As to claim 27, Wagner further teaches wherein said second cell displays daily to-do 
information (e.g., main portion displays '10 am Johnson', see Fig. 3). Thus, combining Wagner, 
Kanevsky and Kaval would meet the claimed limitations for the same reasons set forth in claim 
24 above. 

As to claim 28, Wagner further teaches comprising a third cell of fixed size for on- 
screen displaying of daily message information (e.g., ticker tape display 402 for displaying 
weather report and stock quotes, see Fig. 3 and 4). Thus, combining Wagner, Kanevsky and 
Kaval would meet the claimed limitations for the same reasons set forth in claim 24 above. 
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As to claim 29, Kaval teaches wherein display of cells of said plurality of cells is capable 
of being suppressed and wherein said first cell is enlarged in response to display of said second 
cell being suppressed (e.g., [0042]). Wagner further teaches wherein display of cells of said 
plurality of cells is capable of being suppressed and wherein said first cell is enlarged in 
response to display of said second cell being suppressed (e.g., see main portion and tertiary 
tray shown in Fig. 3 and Fig. 4). Thus, combining Wagner, Kanevsky and Kaval would meet the 
claimed limitations for the same reasons set forth in claim 24 above. 

As to claim 30, Kaval teaches wherein display of cells of said plurality of cells is capable 
of being suppressed and wherein said second cell is enlarged in response to said third cell 
being suppressed (e.g., see [0042]). Wagner further teaches wherein display of cells of said 
plurality of cells is capable of being suppressed and wherein said second cell is enlarged in 
response to said third cell being suppressed (e.g., see main portion and tertiary tray shown in 
Fig. 3 and Fig. 4). Thus, combining Wagner, Kanevsky and Kaval would meet the claimed 
limitations for the same reasons set forth in claim 24 above. 

As to claim 31, Kaval teaches wherein display of cells of said plurality of cells is capable 

of being suppressed (e.g., see [0042]). Wagner further teaches wherein display of cells of said 
plurality of cells is capable of being suppressed (e.g., see main portion and tertiary tray shown 
in Fig. 3 and Fig. 4). Thus, combining Wagner, Kanevsky and Kaval would meet the claimed 
limitations for the same reasons set forth in claim 24 above. 

As to claim 32, Kaval teaches wherein display of cells of said plurality of cells is capable 
of being suppressed and wherein said first cell is enlarged in response to display of said second 
cell being suppressed (e.g., see [0042]). Wagner teaches wherein display of cells of said 
plurality of cells is capable of being suppressed and wherein said first cell is enlarged in 
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response to display of said second cell being suppressed (e.g., see main portion and tertiary 
tray shown in Fig. 3 and Fig. 4). Thus, combining Wagner, Kanevsky and Kaval would meet the 
claimed limitations for the same reasons set forth in claim 24 above. 

As to claim 33, Kaval teaches wherein said first cell comprises a preferred size 

definition and wherein further said first cell is decreased in size if its content requires less size 
than its preferred size definition (e.g., see Fig. 3 and [0025]). Wagner further teaches wherein 
said first cell comprises a minimum size definition and wherein further said first cell is decreased 
in size if its content requires less size than its minimum size definition (e.g., see Fig. 8A-D). 
Thus, combining Wagner, Kanevsky and Kaval would meet the claimed limitations for the same 
reasons set forth in claim 24 above. 

As to claim 34, Wagner further teaches wherein said first cell is increased in size 
provided its content requires more size than its minimum size definition and provided further that 
said second cell is decreased in size below its minimum size definition (e.g., see 8H). Thus, 
combining Wagner, Kanevsky and Kaval would meet the claimed limitations for the same 
reasons set forth in claim 24 above. 

As to claim 35, Wagner further teaches wherein said first cell displays daily event 

information (e.g., tertiary tray displays 'ski' event information, see Fig. 4), wherein said second 
cell displays daily to-do information (e.g., main portion displays '10 am Johnson', see Fig. 3) and 
further comprising a third cell of fixed size for on-screen displaying of daily message information 
(e.g., ticker tape display 402 for displaying weather report and stock quotes, see Fig. 3 and 4). 



Response to Arguments 
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6. Applicant's arguments filed 07/20/09 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

a) Applicant argues that the prior art of Kaval and Kanevsky do not teach "said first cell is 
automatically dynamically sized based on changes in its amount of content and also based on 
changes in an amount of content of said second cell" (e.g., see remark page 7). 

In response, the examiner respectfully disagrees and directs the applicant to the fact that 
one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are 
based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 
1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). As set forth in the 
rejection of claim 1, Kaval clearly teaches the limitations of claim 24 including said first cell is 
automatically dynamically sized based on changes of its display content and also based on 
changes of display content of said second cell (e.g.. Figs. 1-4, [0028], [0030]; wherein the 
relative heights of the windows 24, 26 shown in Fig. 3 are sized dependent on the content of 
each window 24, 26. note: the content of window 24, 26 is either in form data or list data). In 
this case, Kaval teaches the dynamic and automatic sizing is based on changes of the display 
content of both the first cell and second cell . The examiner then admits that Kaval does not 
teach the changes of the display content include the changes of amount of display data. 

Kanevsky suggests to the skilled artisan a dynamic and automatic sizing feature based 
on display content wherein the display content includes the amount of display data (e.g., [0005]; 
wherein automatically and dynamically sizing and reshaping a window is based on the content 
displayed in the window; i.e., the amount of text on a line, [0005]). 

Clearly, the skilled artisan, at the time the invention was made, would have applied the 
suggestion of Kanevsky of dynamically and dynamically sizing a window based on amount of 
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display data to the computer user interface of Kaval to achieve the claimed invention, wherein 
the first cell is automatically dynamically sized based on changes in its amount of content and 
also based on changes in an amount of content of said second cell. This is true because Kaval 
suggests to the skilled artisan that the display content includes amount of content (e.g., see 
[0043]; wherein list window or form window provide display fields; note based on the amount of 
content, a required height of a cell can be determined, see [0025]). Thus, combining Kanevsky 
and Kaval would teach this limitation for the same reasons as set forth in claim 24. 

b) Applicant argues that both Kaval and Kanevsky teaches away from a combination (e.g., 
see remark page 8, Para 2). 

In response, the examiner respectfully disagrees and directs the applicant to the fact that 
the examiner directs the appellants to MPEP §2123 that the prior art's mere disclosure of more 
than one alternative does not constitute a teaching away from any of these alternatives because 
such disclosure does not criticize, discredit, or otherwise discourage the solution claimed...." In 
re Fulton, 391 F.3d 1195, 1201, 73 USPQ2d 1141, 1146 (Fed. Cir. 2004). In this case, both 
references are directed to dynamically and automatically sizing windows based on display 
content. 

The applicant specifically remarks that there would be no need to analyze the second 
window to adjust the height for either of windows (24, 26). In response, the examiner disagrees. 
As shown in Figure 4 and paragraph [0028], [0029], the display content of the first window and 
the display content of the second window are both based upon in determining the sizes of the 
two windows. Therefore, Kaval teaches said first cell is automatically dynamically sized based 
on changes of its display content and also based on changes of display content of said second 
cell. Kaval teaches that the display content includes amount of content (e.g., see [0043]; 
wherein list window or form window provide display fields; note based on the amount of content. 
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a required height of a cell can be determined, see [0025]). The reference of Kanevsky is relied 
upon for the suggestion that the dynamic and automatic sizing feature is based on display 
content that includes amount of display content (e.g., see [0005]). For at least these reasons, 
the examiner maintains the rejection. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record on form PTO-892 and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. Applicant is required under 37 C.F.R. § 1 .1 1 1 (c) to consider 
these references fully when responding to this action. 

It is noted that any citation to specific, pages, columns, lines, or figures in the prior art 
references and any interpretation of the references should not be considered to be limiting in 
any way. A reference is relevant for all it contains and may be relied upon for all that it would 
have reasonably suggested to one having ordinary skill in the art. In re Heck, 699 F.2d 1331, 
1332-33,216 USPQ 1038, 1039 (Fed. Cir. 1983) (quoting In re Lemelson, 397 F.2d 1006,1009, 
158 USPQ 275,277 (CCPA 1968)). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 

should be directed to TuyetLien (Lien) T. Tran whose telephone number is 571-270-1033. The 

examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Friday: 7:30 - 5:00, off on alternating Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Weilun Lo can be reached on 571-272-4847. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/T. T. 7.1 

Examiner, Art Unit 2179 



/Weilun Lo/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2179 



